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can hatdly deems it origin, for it
stands closely related to preceding bodies of

Bulwtntitmlly tltc same character. To under-

stand the historic reiatious of the Baptists

to other Christians, we must glauce lck-vu- wl

overtbe earlier centuries of the Church.

The fundamental principle of tlie BspUtts

h that salvation comes ouly through per

sonal (kith in the Lord Jesufc; that baptism

and otber oodeaiasUoal oeroinouios arc nolli-in- g

Hit ytnlMik; tht tley de not worl:

wtlvation, jotrt Uiey oaeonUal to salvation.

Tim doctrine, mow ltel ly y othur
Curistjnoe.'waeia oarfiw oeatir proaoltod

by U BaptwU alono, and it is tbe ooutro-r- f

ver Uiw iinatpie vliidli gav zinc to

IUptntiObnvdnw.
Tb dMoWou af ine Apoes

liepent and !b lUafiiwsed." This was

Jewfi whe 14 ba okonwowod,

attditovealabe differcMoe in tilio ground;
of iKiptiam and atanuncision. The Jew was

circamciiMd tocanae lie was doacetided from

Abraham ; b could bo iMtptiaed only wbon

he repeuttd of hk sins mc bdiovod in Joans
Chrml, lie wac okonmcised on iLbrahtun'g

JaiUb; tie could be bajiUiMd only on 1m own

perMMt fkitSt. Therefore, wUlle drcsnmcifi-io- n

fet4fte Jcwiafe CMiurctt was given to all,
baptiaaa in 4ftte A,ptolic CUurok was gvaa
unljr to IbfiiewaHK, only 4 liiota wbe Imd

lenonlly conoeorniod tthemiolvee to CbriaL
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had te fireooda liapUsai. The bap&M wae

not aifMMMd to work any niriitnl diangc
in the utjot; It wan nivon hint only m a
tokM ilka be had already cxporiouuod tbat
c.iamsa. .A (tine uniform k put on a man
not to tNinke ton a aoldior, Imt booaiibe be
baa nlaaady Imoouic a aoldior, ao baptian was
given mot to moke (he man a CUrisiian, bat
lnce It was ibelioved that be was a Cbrit-tia- n

Already.
It is a oontwon owor.'nowevar.to oonfennd
mboi widi balance, tfce badge of a dittr-act-er

with iOks dbnracior ittaalf. AuA tihns
wen came to ajtaajc oCbnpimn as Itetng iteolf
a itteaoeeation, d etc long Uha idea aroee
that tktptkm itself would wake a wan a
Christian, nod, furthermore, that no onu
could tw nvd without bajiUaut. litis led
to Uic costont of jgivittK bantiaut to infant
children, especially to ihoac who wore aiok-i-y,

nd wfbo anight die before boaeining old
enougli to OHSelae faith or tnetnselvos.
The4octrin of batiauial voffenuration, the
idea (Unit ImpUaai alone would work salva-

tion, ud was ! aaswirtial to salvation, ft
was tbJs onrar d 4Juis kme whiob 4ud to
tbe tamstinstaC Um baitisnt e nM)nsciou
infants.

It mm tnsi merely bnythwa Vkkrti was
inven to dhttdran too yotmc; to 'beliwo. As
early aa tfka tntiddlc of itlba Third Oontnry,

e nad in tfoe works of Cyprian of the
bi inging f lit babes to tbe Loid's Su)Nor
and Hie placing of ilw sacramental brctad in
tl-"i- r tootbWss tuoutbs. Tbis is mitt tlie
UKagetuea(iBk Churcb,and for aouittrfes
MastlM

vnjvcruM or mm cmvsucm or mmn.
It te,uoicmiw,li4ctfylfpoalituHHt; for
if chUdeM cnajr be frfc baatiMM witbowt
intdliijont tuiih, why may tbey not 1

brongut it b lord's Hupjwr also?
But L mfuniied sonte oowtautos for the

usage 4tt Infant ttaptisnt tie ain full onr-rettc- y.

In the biqgrapbies of unsay of tbe
groat tenders of 'the early ChoDcb ws find
that, tbongb tbeir parents were Christian,
they ww Mt taptir.cd in infancy. Among
these mm Basil, Chrysostoin, GtHMfory, Kir.i- -

nuasn, JLnimoaa, AugwsMne, ana sbront of
llsm

Asllnxfitsnilryireinatlcs, (n One eaty ae
adult bojfthnn .wns luW rale and itujHtt bafi-iia- m

tbe cBeeption. Tbis of iHself would
sborhat4u(ant bafvUant was not ofApostolic
ajiaoiatttMuil, but of later origin. The rac-ti-e

gained, however, oontinnaUy wider
Heptauoa Utt in tbe Uiddis Ages it had
become tbe dominant usage.

ftuttbc doctrioe of saUa4ion by baptunn,
and 41m trpsnltnnt costont of Ut laptitn of
iutants, wens oondemncd bj difforont bodies
of Cttristians in various ages of tbe Church.
Among titssc wore tbe i'aniicinus of liastorn
Lurope, with tbe Iettohrusians and llonri-ca- a

to the 'mt. A long oatotog could
be greu of (bodies of Christians of vatious
names, wtoo in dilrsnt patts of Itaropc,
in dUwaaut oenturies, preached tbe Baptist
dootrioe of oalvation by faiUi alone. Some
of tfesos are said to have held oottobt errors ;

in noma eases tbe charge way be true. Tito
orrerlst hitsl least an independent tbinker,
and tfib sVaring wHlh which be dissaute Vom

M'idyniotoMtod trutlts inmjr show itself also
infsbejiiejttUo of a

flMfJt'AJKT tTBrnuoK.
lJefctdtafcottia lbs motod ttfeat nlknowHtfle

these ChHrohos, excopt froui the writings
their ndvoranrios, and many of the charges

against thorn may have no basis excopt in
the blind misrepresentations of bigoted
oppononts.

If the rocords of Chnrch history wore
complete, it is not unlikely that it would
appear that from tho days of the Apobllos to
the prosoni time there has boon n constant
succession of ahurches, closely akin to the
Baptists of the presont day, congregations of
godly men, strictly orthodox in beliof, pro-

testing against the doolrino of baptismal
rogenoratiou with its resultant error, tho
baptism of infants.

On the outbreak of tho Reformation this
Baptist protest was sounded forth through-
out the length and breadth of Europe.
"When Luther and others began to leach that
mon were justified by faith alone, they were
ovorywhero confronted by the quostion,
"Why, then, should infants bo haptixed?

Congregations of the opposors of infant
baptism arose by scores and by huudteds.
Their rapid multiplication has soomod to
many historians an evidence that thoy were
not entirely a new growth, but largely a
part of an earlier ocelosias44cal movement,
hitherto concealed, but now under more
favorable circumstances coining to the light.
They wore especially numerous in Switzer-
land, Bavaria, the Tyrol, Moravia, the Khine
country, and the Kethorlands.

Among their leaders wore mon not only
doop piety hut also of

GltKAT X.EAHXIXG.

Thoy wore nicknamed Anabaptist, or Ke-baptfs- or,

because they baptized on profes-
sion of faith those who had received so-call- ed

baptism in infancy. But they denied the
charge of baptising again, for thoy declared
that infant baptism was no baptism at all.
And tho charge is false that they were
responsible for the Mnouster insurrection
andothcrgreatpoliticaldisordors. They were
mon of civil virtue as well as spirlual purity.
By soores and by hundreds they were put to
death for their evangelical belief; no other
Christian body of today has given so many
martyrs to lite faith of a pure Gospel as have
they. Their cougiegatious are still found in
Holland and Germany, where from Monuo,
one of their early leaders, they are often
called Mennonites. Seme of their congrega-

tions are fennd in Pennsylvania and other
parts of this oouatry. They differ from tho
Baptists in eortalu points, hut historically
arojplofcoly related to them.

"We now oorae to the rise of the modern
Baptist denomination. It will be remem-
bered that tho Pilgrims who landed at
Plymouth went first from England to Hol-

land. "While there they came in contact
with the Mennonites, who urgod that as
none hut intelligent believers were admitted
to the Lord's Supper, so none but believers
should be bnpthted. Thomas llclwys and
certain others of tbe English company felt
compelled to adopt this view, and so wore
excluded from the ranks of their brethren.

Uelwysaud his associates returned to Eng-
land in 3611, and became what is generally
doomed tbe first congregation of the modern
Baptist denomination in Great Britain.
Though Baptist doctrines were preached in
England in earlier times, and there had
been martyrs for thorn, ft is not certain that
regular congregations had boon formed aud
maintained.

A quarter of a century after Holwys's
return,

JOHX SWLSBCltY

and corlain others of an Independent or
Congregational Church In London, discarded
infant baptism, and they also formed a Bap-

tist congregation. From these two, aud
perhaps other sources, Baptist churches were
formed in many parts of Great Britain.

Among the early settlers in the American
Colonics were Bantisis from England aud
'Wales. And nil are familiar with the story
of ltow Bogor Williautfi, a Congregational
minister in Salon , Mass., adopted Baptist
dootrines, was banished from his home, and
founded a colony on Baptist principles.

The first Baptist chnrch in Providence
claims to liav been organised in 1038, but
some think thai the first Baptist chnrch at
Kowport was formed a year earlier. Tbe
dates of these beginnings are uncertain. It
Is sufficient, however, to say that Baptist
churches were planted here in the early
Colonial days, and now they are found
throughout the uhole land.

Let hs now note how widely the princi-
ples of the Baptists have been adopted out-
side their own ranks. The giving of bap-

tism to iHdkjviM only involves a " converted
Church membership," but infant baptism
brings into tbe Church those who are still
unconverted, unless, that is, a spiritual
change is always wrought in baptism. In
the Itomau Catholic, Lutheran, and Episco-
pal Churches it is not necessary to give

KVijnot: or ooxvKttsiox
in order to admission to the Lord' Supper
and full Church Membership; a certificate
of IwipUsm is all that is essential. Less t han
a osntuty sgs persons baptined in infancy
became full mcmlicrt in Presbyterian, Jle-fertou- d,

and Cougtegalional Churches also
without any demand for evidence of a change
of heart. In Hodge's Theology, the great
Princeton text --book, this is laid down as the
correct roeedure.

But this left us difference botween the
Church member and the respectable out-
sider, except that the formor hud gone
through the ceremony of baptism. All es-

sential difference between the Church and
the world was obscured, and even blotted
out. A gentleman brought up in one of the
State Churches of Europe, on being asked
whether he was a Christian, lespondud, in-

dignantly, "D I look like a Jew or a
Turk?" He had been lntptizod and con
firmed, aud this oomplotod his idea of being
u Christian.

But la the "great awakening," nudor the
preaching of 13d wards and While-fiel- n hun-
dred and fiAy yoars ago, when it was pro-

claimed that a man, ovon though a baptized
Church member, must be converted, imme-
diately tho question arose why poreous
should bo baptized and brought into the
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The Apparition Which Ruins the

Church before they were converted. The
more earnest Christians, by thousands and
thousands, adopted the Baptist idea of a
converted Church memhor&hip, rejecting the
baptism of infants. Wholo congregations,
with thoir ministers, becamo Baptists.
There was a

MAHVKLOUS INCREASE

in Baptist ranks as the result of that great
movement, and preachers of lo-da- y like Mr.
Moody, who strongly set forth the doctrine
that salvation comes not through baptism
and Church membership, but only through
personal repentance aud faith, are doing a
vast deal to difinsc Baptist principles.
Their converts practically become Baptists,
even though they join other than Baptist
Churches.

The idea that only converted persons
should belong to the Church was originally
a distinctively Baptist tenet, but now it has
been adopted by nearly all evangelical
Christians. Five Presbyterians out of six,
if n&ked regarding one who had been
sprinkled in infancy but had not yet made a
profession of faith, whether ho belonged to
the Church would answcrp.

There is another doctrine which, though
eel forth at first by Baptists alone, is now
held by nearly or quite all evangelical
Christians the doctrine that all who dio in
infancy arc saved.

The iMplism of infants was an outgrowth
of the doctrine of baptismal regenerationi
the idea that in baptism one is made a child
of God, and that one cannot be saved with-
out baptism. Infant baptism was based on
the idea thai all infants dying uulmptized
would be lost. Tim dark and dreary super-
stition casts a gloom over tho history of the
Church for centuries. There was mortal
terror at the thought that an infant should

DIK UXIIAlTim).
Sometimes in difficulty of birth the infant
was sprinkled before birth, and sometimes,
it will not be denied, the Cesarean operation
was pei formed, that the babe might not die
unbaplizod. One dislikes to refer to matters
of this sort, but history must bo truthfully
told.

The history of infant baptism is ono of
tho most horrible chapters in the annals of
the Chuich. Abundant proofs could be
given to justify that strong statement. Nor
is this superstition wholly extinct. The
Lutherans, in their Augsburg Confession,
" condemn tho Anabaptist, who teach that
infants may be saved without baptism."
Not only Boman Catholic, but also Episco
palian parents will foel uneasy till their babe
has lecn "christened" that is, made a
Christian (in their belief) ami often a
Presbyterian, when his child has died, will
comfort himself greatly with the thought
that it had been sprinkled, as if the dear
little one's salvation had been made any
more certain by the application of a few
drops or an ocean of water. Many are the
cases in which the Presbyterian or Methodist
minister has been summoned at midnight by
agonixed parents to hasten and baptize their
dying child.

Infant baptism is not a beautiful cere-

mony; it is tho historical embodiment of a
gross and revolting superstition. As the
little babe is borne down the aislo in its
holiday garb, the wholo meaning of tho cere
mony is that unless ceitain drops of water
wore sprinkled on its brow that beautiful
little creature would go down to the dark-
ness of eternal despair. This is a super-
stition akin to that of "cxlromo unction"
baptism to unconscious babes, the other rile
to unconscious men and women. Such su-

perstitions drive thoughtful men into infi-

delity.
But in Baptist circles it was taught not

only that baptism was not necessary to sal-

vation, but that oil who die in infancy arc
BAYED TJ1R0UOU THU BLOOD OF CHUIST.

And this doctrine was hold by Baptists
alone. Down to quite recent timo3,if a man
said that the dying babe of a Jew or a Turk
or a heathen was saved, it was known at once
that he was a Baptist. But this, which was
originally a distinctively Baptist tenet, now
prevails to o greater or loss degree in all
evongolical circles.

Aud corresponding to this differcuco of
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Calamity Howler's Business.

Baptist doctrine there has boon an advance
toward the Baptist usage of the baptism of
believers only.

If salvation is wrought in baptism, and
without baptism there is no salvation, then
it is reasonable that infanta should be bap-

tized, and without any outward evidence of
conversion be admitted to full membership
in the Church. But renounce the doctrine
of baptismal regeneration, and no ground is
left for the baptism of infants.

Should infunls be baptized because they
are naturally innocent? Then tho mission-
ary should baptize all tho babes in a heathen
tribe, for of such also is tho Iviugdom of
Heaven, they being as innocent naturally aa
the offspring of Christians.

Is infant baptism proper as a dedication
of children to God? Jiut what is this dedi-
cation? It i'b simply vow on tho part of
tho parents that they will strive to lead the
child to

DKDICATi: 7II3ISELF TO GOD.

Nov.', when a missionary goes to a heathen
tribe,hs in this seme dedicatee that tribe to
God. Ho promises to do in the case of the
tribe what the parents promise to do in the
case of the child; hut shall ho therefore
baptize tho whole tribe at the outset?

The f.iet is that infaut baptism, which had
its historical origin in the doctrine of bap-
tismal regeneration, has no logical founda-
tion but in that doctrine. This is becoming
more and more plain to all evangelical
Christians, aud the result is a growing
abandonment of the practice. Among tho
Itoman Catholics, Lutherans and Episcopa-
lians who still belfeve in baptismal regener-
ation, tho baptism of infants is still observed
with substantial uniformity. But Prcsby-torian-s,

Congregational ists and Methodists
who havo abandoned this doctrine show a
progressive abandonment of tho usage.

In a recent discourse, Rev. 0. C. Sargent,
of New Hampshire, put the matter very
concisely, as follows:

" Look at tho sjgus of the limes. Forty
years ago few of tho Churches would im-
merse. To-da- y we do not know of any. save
the liomau, who arc not willing in special
cases. Infant baptism is

FAST DYING OUT.
The recent agitations and the frequent vain
appeals of some of the old fathers for this
practice show how slowly, yet how surely, it
is pawing away.

MIu 100, 2,000 raoro infants wore
sprinkled than adults in the M. E. Church,
while m 1870, l'$,G00 moro adults than in-

fants received the rite."
Thoao who desire fuller figures should read

the pamphlet on thi3 subject by Mr. II. C.
Vcdder. Its statistics show that evangelical
Christians incline more and more to give
baptism only to believers, and that they are
becoming Baptists iu fact though not in
name.

There is another doctrine, which, though
originally a Baptist tenet, is now held out-
side Baptist circles, namely, tho doctrine of
religioui freedom the doctriue that tho
civil magistrate has no rightful authority in
puroly religious matters.

In tho'Hcbrew nation, and in ancient Gen-
tile governments nlso, the Church and tho
State were one. The Jewish IUgh Priest
was a civil functionary and the Uoman
Emperor wai Pontifcx-Maximu- s. The civil
and ecclesiastical governments wcro identi-
cal, or at least affiliated, and the civil magis-
trate concerned himself about religious mat-
ters. In the Middle Agos, the prevalence of
the doctrine of baptismal regeneration and
the consequent practically universal baptism
of infanta made every person a church mem-
ber as well as a citizen. Thus Church aud
Stato again became identical, or at least
conterminous, and the civil magistrate con-

cerned himself with religious as well as
secular interests.

But tho Baptist doctrine, that one became
a true Christian and a

ItlOIHFUL JIEMuKK OF THE CIIUuCII

only when he personally made a profession
of faith, left a vast nnmher, indeed a great
majority, of citizens outside tho Church, and
there was a separation between the ecclesi-
astical body and the civil community. The
Church became what it was in tho Apostle

WIDOW AND ORPHANS."

day, a private society, a gronp of persons
apart from the main body of citizens, and
thus Church and State were divorced and
each was remanded to its own sphere.

Again, in the days when there wa3 a full
adherence to doctrine of baptismal regenera-
tion and of direct spiritual efficacy of ec-

clesiastical ceremonies, it was logical for the
civil power to attempt to make men Chris-

tians. If baptizing a person would change
hia spiritual nature and his relations to God,
all that was necessary to make a nation a
Christian nation was to compel its members
to be baptized and to observe the other ec

clesiastical rites. If salvation came through
outward ceremonies, the observance of which
conld be compelled by force, it was possible
for the civil power to compel men to become
Christians. It could not only lead them to
the water of life, but by thumbscrew and
fagot could make them drink.

Thus Charlemagne and other Christian
conquerors compelled vanquished barbar-
ians to go down into tho water by tens of
thousands to be baptized. And such com-

pulsion seemed a solemn duty to those who
believe that the failure to be baptized left
the

SOUL TO TIE LOST.

If baptism conld make one a Christian, the
Colonel in our late war wa3 sound who gave
orders for a detail of men to be baptized.

But tho Baptist doctrine, that a man could
become., a Christian only by the voluntary
and free action of his own spiritual nature,
made religion a matter which could be set-

tled ouly between the man and Iih God, thus
leaving nothing to be done by the civil mag-

istrate, who could control only the man's out-

ward actions and could not reach his heart.
A moment's thought will show that there

is no ground whatever for saying that the
only reason why the Baptists did not strive
to extend their doctrines by force as did
others, was that thoy had no power so to do.
It was a part of their fundamental belief
that external force was utterly ineffectual
to make mon Christians. Others might ab-

stain from persecution because their pity
was stronger than their religious zeal ; but
the Baptists were restrained from it by
logical deductions, namely, because they
held that becoming a Christian was an aet
of the spirit which outward force could not
compel.

So they always taught that the civil power
should take no cognizance of religious be-

liefs or purely religions practices of mon,
whether orthodox or heretic, Turk or
heathen, but that these should he left solely
to tho

JUDGMENT OF GOD.

Other Christians have been very candid in
recognizing that it was the Baptists who first
preached the great doctrine of religious free-

dom. But it has not alway3 been porceived
that this doctrine was a logical outgrowth of
tho fundamental Baptist principle of a con-

verted Church membership, and that Church
ceremonies are to bo used only when men
have already become Christians.

Tho divorce between Church and State
wa3 not merely a lucky thought of astute
Baptist philosophers; it was the logical out-

come of distinctive Baptist principles. Tho
Baptists preceded others in declaring the
true relations of the civil and ecclesiastical
bodies, not because they were superior to
other Christians in their understanding of
civil principles, hut because they held an
ecclesiastical tenet which was correct where
others were in error.

The condemnation of the use of force in
religion was orginally a Baptist peculiarity.
Down to a comparatively late date, if a man
said that tho .ivil magistrate should not
interfere in strictly religious matters it was
known thereby that he was a Baptist. But
thisdoctrinelmsnowextcndedtoallChurches
in our own land, and it 13 rapidly becoming
the doctrine of all Christian countries.

Thus far nothing has been paid of baptism
or immersion. In a given society, the ques-

tion What shall be the initiation ceremony ?

is not so important as the question Who
shall be initiated ? And so the point insisted
on by Baptists is not so much that immer-
sion is the ouly baptism, as that
ONLY UKLIKVEKS SHOULD BE BAPTIZED.
But the erroneous doctrine of baptismal
regeneration, which led to the baptism of
infants, gave ruse to another superstitious
practice, namely, the substitution of pour-

ing and sprinkling for baptism.
The controversy on this subject fir3t ap-

pears iu tho letter of Cyprian to Magnus
about the ycar230. Certain persons having
been converted in siekcess when they could
not be immersed, water was poured upon
them as thoy lay upon their beds. But there
was a refusal to recognize this as valid bnp-tu- m,

aud tho question was referred to
Cyprian, who was one of tho leaders in the
Church. After discussing the matter, he
gives it as his view that in a case of strict
necessity, pouring or sprinkling is sufficient ;

but he freely mits that h:n i.iud is not
clear on tho subject. His words are: "So
far as my poor ability comprelieudeth the
matter," aud "So far as in me lies, I have
shown what I think." That these expres-

sions are not used in mock modesty is shown
in the fact that he declares that he does not
wish to iuflueucc the action of others iu such
coses, and he nlso suggests that should these
converts recover they may bo immersed.

Now this letter shows beyond dispute
that the ordinary act of baptism in that
early day was immersion. Tho question
whether immersiou could be dispensed with
iu extraordinary cases shows that in ordi-

nary cases it was always U3d. In the whole
discussion, it is assumed that wheu n

CONVERT CAN BE BAPTIZED,
baptism is, of course, to ho administered.
No one in that day proposed to employ
pouriug or sprinkling except when baptism
or immersion was impossible.

And this letter proves with, equal clear-

ness that immersion was tho only act of
baptism practiced by tho Apostles. Had
they over used pouring or sprinkling, even
in a singlo case, Cyprian, who lived so soon

after them, would of courso hove known it,
and of courso would never have admitted
that there was tho least question as to the,
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propriety of seh a use. T --
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authority of the Apo' support of
his position, that he give rely as his
opinion that pouring or t.-- ng may fee

used in extraordinary oases shows net onry
that in his time these were sot used In
ordinary cases, bat also that the Apostles
had never used them in any case.

That the baptism of the Apostolie Church
was immersion Is tbe testimony of schebus
of all denominations. Martin Luther de-

clares immersion to have been the primitive
act of baptism. John Calvin says: "It is
certain that Immersion was observed by the
ancient Church." John Wesley says that it
was " the custom of the first Chnrch."

To the some effect are the utterances of
later scholars of all Christian bodies, Roman
Catholic, Lutheran, Episcopalian, and Pres-

byterian. Says the lots Dean Stanley:
"There can be no qnesticn that tho

ORIGINAL FORM OF BATOSir.
was complete immersion." Says the well-know- n

historian, Dr. Philip Schaff: "Im-
mersion and not sprinkling was unquestion-
ably the original, normal form."

Whole columns could he filled with simi-

lar quotations from the ablest scholars, and
he it noted that sot a single writer, of the
rank of these named, rejects these state
ments. To deny that immersion was the
primitive act of baptism is really the wildest
absurdity.

But how, then, came pouring and sprink
ling to be used? It was because there had
arisen in the Chnrch this superstitions idea
that water baptism was necessary to salva-

tion. When, therefore, a man was converted
on a dying bed or in prison, when baptism
was out of the question, pouring or sprink-
ling was resorted to as the nearest possible
approach to the normal aet of baptism.
These were not considered regular baptisms,
but were allowable substitutes when the
prescribed act was out of the question.

Pouring and sprinkling-wer- e at first used
only in cases ofnecessity. But their superior
convenience led to their being employed
more and more, till In the course of ages
they, in Western Europe,

SUPPLANTED BAPTISM
almost entirely. In the Greek Chureh, how-
ever, immersion is still the act of baptism.
It continued the ordinary baptism of the
Church of Rome for 1,200 years. It was the
practice in England down to the reign of
Elizabeth.

The Anglican prayer-boo- k still dirscts that
the priest, naming the child, "shall dip it
in the water discreetly and warily"; adding,
however, that if the parents "shall certify
that the child is weak, it shall suffice to pour
water upon it." The rubric of the Protest-
ant Episcopal Church in the United S.ates of
America says that the minister "shall dip
it in the water discreetly, or shall pour
wafcirttpen it,w-&Qf- c positively prescribing
immersion,, but giving it the preference of
a prior mention. These rules in Churches
which have abandoned the use of immersion
are historical reminiscences of the primitive
practices.

Those churches in Switzerland, Germany
and Holland which have been mentioned as
coming out in condemnation of the baptism
of infants generally continued the usage of
pouring and sprinkling. But when Baptist
Churches were organized in England and
America, they took the position that not
only were believers the only proper subjects
of baptism, but that a burial in water was
its only true act.

THEREFORE, THE REASON
why Baptists practice nothing but immer-
sion is this : they do not believe that water
baptism is essential to solvation. Accepting
the testimony of all scholarship that immer-

sion was the baptism of the Apostolic
Church, and prescribed by Christ, they ad-

minister this when it is possible; hut when,
as in case of sickness, this is out of the ques-

tion, they let the convert die without any
water baptism whatever. fo fiir from
"making too much of baptism," as is often
charged upon them, no Christians, except the
Quakers, who reject all water baptism, make
so little of it as they. So far from making
baptism necessary to salvation, they make
salvation necessary to baptism.

None let eo many converts die uubnptized
as do the Baptists. The assertion that Bap-

tists believe that baptism is necessary to
salvation is the. silliest, stupidest, most
idiotic declaration possible. The case is
just the opposite. The very reason why
they never resort to sprinkling, which can
always be administered, but practice only
baptism, which is occasionally out of the
question, is that they hold that baptism is
not essential to salvation, and tltat a true
convert's soul will not be imperiled if ho be
allowed to die without having received any
water baptism at all.

Pouring and sprinkling would never have
been thought of but for the idea that a man's
soul was imperiled if he were suffered to
die without something in the shape of bap-

tism. Baptists condemn the use of pouring
and sprinkling as having been based on tho
superstitious idea that something which at
leaat resembled baptism was

NXCESSAKY TO SALVATION.

If they believed that water baptism would
make one a Christian, they would baptize
infanta as well as believers. If they be-

lieved that a dying man's soul would be lost
unless he received something in the nature
of baptism, they could use pouring and
sprinkling as well as immersion. But, hold-

ing clearly and firmly that salvation depends
only on intelligent faith and not on some
baptismal ceremony, they claim that intelli-
gent believers are the only proper subjects
of baptism and that the burial in water, the
origiuoi ceremony, is its only proper act.
And Baptists refuse to practice pouring and
sprinkling for baptism, because they also
hold that these arc not a fulfilment of
Christ's command.

John Calvin says that "tho very word
baptize signifies to immerse." Martin Ln-th- er

declares the same. The latest standard
lexicons, those of Sophocles, Wilke, Cremer,
nnd Liddell and Scott (later editions) de-

fine baptism as meaning immemien, and

(Continued oa Eighth pug.)
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ERIfAPS o period
or campaign during
the reballfcm furnish-
ed so much of disaster
and direful results to
the Union cause as did
that period just fol-

lowing the battle of
McDowell, beginning
about May 16 and ter-

minating Aug. 30
with the second battle
of Bull Kun, embrac-
ing tho operations of
Gens.Fremonf, Banks,
Shields, Sigel, Mc-

DowellMm and Pope. I
shall, however, speak
of this campaign un

der the head of two grand divisions, both as
to date and designated commanders. In the
earlier operations of the campaign the army
was known under three divisions, viz: Tho
Mountain Department, Gen. Fremont com,"
mending; the Department of the Shenan-
doah, Gen. Banks commanding, and the De-

partment of the Rappahannock, Gen. Mc-

Dowell commanding. The second or latex

n& 9 i

GXN. N. P. BANKS'.
port of the campaign contemplates the con-

solidation of the aibre-namo- d armies, and
with other treops designated as tho Army of
Virginia, commanded by Gen. John Pope,
terminating with the disastrous battle of
second Ball Run. It is not my purpose to
enter into a full detail of this long eampaign,
giving exact date and detail of each march,
skirmish and bnttle, hut rather to speak of
them in a generaLway, perhaps occasionally
turning aside from tho main question to
speak of a man as I found him, or to relate
some incidents in the history of his early
or army life.

As I purpose criticizing the general man-
agement of the campaign, and shall charge
that it was tho most stupendous failure of
all the campaigns of the war, not excepting
the early operations of the Army of the
Potomac before Richmond, I shall ask the
reader to take a map showing Virginia, West
Virginia, Maryland, Pennsylvania and Ohio,
and trace the leading railroads that con-

nect
THE GREAT S0UTKWS8T

via middle and soufehorn Virgram to Rich-
mond and the tidewater, then trace Jtom those
thoroughfares tho main railroads and water
courses to the northward, with Washington
City and Baltimore as objective points tho
goal to which the Confederacy bent its con-

stant enorgies and highest aims (it must not
be forgotten that great railroad lines and
water courses are essential elements in hand-
ling armies) and you will see six great
natural leading arteries of travel which tho
Confederate armies must take in order to
accomplish this end: First, via the Kanawho
Valley, in West Virginia, which was imprac-
ticable; second, through Tygaftfe Valley,

Jessis Scouts.
also in West Virginia, impracticable; third,
the Shenandoah Valley ; fourth, the Orango
& Alexandria Railroad rente; fifth, tho
Richmond, Fredericksburg & Potomac Rail-

road, and, sixth, tho Chesapeake Bay and
Potomac River route, the three latter named
being strongly guarded by tho Army of tho
Potomac; therefore, tho Shenandoah Valley
was the only practicable route open.

To this great center tho Confederates could
readily concentrate troop3 and supplies from,

either the east or southwest. This fact was


